Stumptailed macaques use a number of acts to interrupt and disrupt affiliative interactions involving other group members. In this paper I describe such interference and raise the hypothesis that it functions to sabotage the formation and/or maintenance of affiliative interactions involving others. My results show that disrupting was due to the saboteur's behaviour, and that the likelihood of receiving some behaviours used to interfere (e.g. aggression, threats, etc.) was significantly higher when animals were involved in an affiliation, than when alone. In addition, the sort of affinitive act was unrelated to the type of interference; the behaviour used to interrupt depended on which of the actors (giver, recipient, or both) was to be driven away; and interrupting an affinitive episode inhibited renewing the session. Yet, to fully account for the function of interference, additional studies are necessary to reveal decisions concerning whom to interrupt, and what are the long-term consequences of interference.
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Affinitive behaviour, such as social grooming, spatial proximity or touching, builds and maintains friendly bonds, regulates tension, promotes group cohesion, and has currency functions in social exchange transactions in a vast number of mammalian species (e.g. (Stammbach & Kummer 1982; Cheney & Seyfarth 1986 , 1990 ) and repair social bonds (Cords 1997; Silk 1998) , and the repeated interaction between a female and a male might eventually lead to consort formation (Smuts 1985 (Smuts , 1997 .
Disrupting ongoing interactions would be a behavioural countermeasure to hinder the actors' affiliation goal. Yet, in contrast to research concerning affinitive interactions, this behaviour has seldom been acknowledged. The earliest reference to it is perhaps Rowell's (1966, page 431) acknowledgment of grooming bout duration 'to be largely determined by extraneous factors', implying disturbances by third parties among these factors. Fedigan (1982 Fedigan ( /1992 describes 'supplanting' (a term also coined by Rowell 1966) to emphasize the importance of avoid-retreat interactions in the recognition of dominance hierarchies. Díaz (1985, page 235) describes continuous interrupting of grooming episodes of two captive stumptailed macaque matriarchs by their respective offspring. Huffman (1987) has shown that male Japanese macaques, M. fuscata, actively disrupt the affinitive interactions of their consorts with other males. Competition over access to a grooming partner has been observed among free-ranging female vervet monkeys, Cercopithecus aethiops (Cheney & Seyfarth 1990) , in captive stumptailed macaques awaiting feeding time (Mayagoitia et al. 1993) , among females in captive groups of bonobos, Pan paniscus (Franz 1999) and in free-ranging male chimpanzees, P. troglodytes (Watts 2000) . Gore (1994) described how third parties in two different species of monkeys (rhesus macaques, M. mulatta and hamadryas baboons, Papio hamadryas) frequently 'interpose' between two closely sitting females. However, except for the works of Huffman and Franz, researchers have seldom addressed why or how interruptions of affiliations occur, giving only descriptive accounts or frequencies of the occurrence of this behaviour. 
